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interference. The Director will not con-
sider a request to suspend an inter-
ference unless a motion (§ 41.121(a)(3) of 
this title) to suspend the interference 
has been presented to, and denied by, 
an administrative patent judge, and 
the request is filed within ten (10) days 
of a decision by an administrative pat-
ent judge denying the motion for sus-
pension or such other time as the ad-
ministrative patent judge may set. For 
concurrent inter partes reexamination 
and interference of a patent, see § 1.993. 

[65 FR 76776, Dec. 7, 2000, as amended at 69 
FR 50001, Aug. 12, 2004] 

Ex Parte REEXAMINATION CERTIFICATE 

§ 1.570 Issuance of ex parte reexamina-
tion certificate after ex parte reex-
amination proceedings. 

(a) Upon the conclusion of ex parte re-
examination proceedings, the Director 
will issue an ex parte reexamination 
certificate in accordance with 35 U.S.C. 
307 setting forth the results of the ex 
parte reexamination proceeding and the 
content of the patent following the ex 
parte reexamination proceeding. 

(b) An ex parte reexamination certifi-
cate will be issued in each patent in 
which an ex parte reexamination pro-
ceeding has been ordered under § 1.525 
and has not been merged with any inter 
partes reexamination proceeding pursu-
ant to § 1.989(a). Any statutory dis-
claimer filed by the patent owner will 
be made part of the ex parte reexamina-
tion certificate. 

(c) The ex parte reexamination cer-
tificate will be mailed on the day of its 
date to the patent owner at the address 
as provided for in § 1.33(c). A copy of 
the ex parte reexamination certificate 
will also be mailed to the requester of 
the ex parte reexamination proceeding. 

(d) If an ex parte reexamination cer-
tificate has been issued which cancels 
all of the claims of the patent, no fur-
ther Office proceedings will be con-
ducted with that patent or any reissue 
applications or any reexamination re-
quests relating thereto. 

(e) If the ex parte reexamination pro-
ceeding is terminated by the grant of a 
reissued patent as provided in § 1.565(d), 
the reissued patent will constitute the 
ex parte reexamination certificate re-
quired by this section and 35 U.S.C. 307. 

(f) A notice of the issuance of each ex 
parte reexamination certificate under 
this section will be published in the Of-
ficial Gazette on its date of issuance. 

[65 FR 76777, Dec. 7, 2000] 

Subpart E [Reserved] 

Subpart F—Adjustment and 
Extension of Patent Term 

AUTHORITY: 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2), 154, and 156. 

SOURCE: 52 FR 9394, Mar. 24, 1987, unless 
otherwise noted. 

ADJUSTMENT OF PATENT TERM DUE TO 
EXAMINATION DELAY 

§ 1.701 Extension of patent term due to 
examination delay under the Uru-
guay Round Agreements Act (origi-
nal applications, other than de-
signs, filed on or after June 8, 1995, 
and before May 29, 2000). 

(a) A patent, other than for designs, 
issued on an application filed on or 
after June 8, 1995, is entitled to exten-
sion of the patent term if the issuance 
of the patent was delayed due to: 

(1) Interference proceedings under 35 
U.S.C. 135(a); and/or 

(2) The application being placed 
under a secrecy order under 35 U.S.C. 
181; and/or 

(3) Appellate review by the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences or by 
a Federal court under 35 U.S.C. 141 or 
145, if the patent was issued pursuant 
to a decision in the review reversing an 
adverse determination of patentability 
and if the patent is not subject to a 
terminal disclaimer due to the 
issuance of another patent claiming 
subject matter that is not patentably 
distinct from that under appellate re-
view. If an application is remanded by 
a panel of the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences and the remand is 
the last action by a panel of the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
prior to the mailing of a notice of al-
lowance under 35 U.S.C. 151 in the ap-
plication, the remand shall be consid-
ered a decision in the review reversing 
an adverse determination of patent-
ability as that phrase is used in 35 
U.S.C. 154(b)(2) as amended by section 
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532(a) of the Uruguay Round Agree-
ments Act, Public Law 103–465, 108 
Stat. 4809, 4983–85 (1994), and a final de-
cision in favor of the applicant under 
paragraph (c)(3) of this section. A re-
mand by a panel of the Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences shall not be 
considered a decision in the review re-
versing an adverse determination of 
patentability as provided in this para-
graph if there is filed a request for con-
tinued examination under 35 U.S.C. 
132(b) that was not first preceded by 
the mailing, after such remand, of at 
least one of an action under 35 U.S.C. 
132 or a notice of allowance under 35 
U.S.C. 151. 

(b) The term of a patent entitled to 
extension under paragraph (a) of this 
section shall be extended for the sum of 
the periods of delay calculated under 
paragraphs (c)(1), (c)(2), (c)(3) and (d) of 
this section, to the extent that these 
periods are not overlapping, up to a 
maximum of five years. The extension 
will run from the expiration date of the 
patent. 

(c)(1) The period of delay under para-
graph (a)(1) of this section for an appli-
cation is the sum of the following peri-
ods, to the extent that the periods are 
not overlapping: 

(i) With respect to each interference 
in which the application was involved, 
the number of days, if any, in the pe-
riod beginning on the date the inter-
ference was declared or redeclared to 
involve the application in the inter-
ference and ending on the date that the 
interference was terminated with re-
spect to the application; and 

(ii) The number of days, if any, in the 
period beginning on the date prosecu-
tion in the application was suspended 
by the Patent and Trademark Office 
due to interference proceedings under 
35 U.S.C. 135(a) not involving the appli-
cation and ending on the date of the 
termination of the suspension. 

(2) The period of delay under para-
graph (a)(2) of this section for an appli-
cation is the sum of the following peri-
ods, to the extent that the periods are 
not overlapping: 

(i) The number of days, if any, the 
application was maintained in a sealed 
condition under 35 U.S.C. 181; 

(ii) The number of days, if any, in the 
period beginning on the date of mailing 

of an examiner’s answer under § 41.39 of 
this title in the application under se-
crecy order and ending on the date the 
secrecy order and any renewal thereof 
was removed; 

(iii) The number of days, if any, in 
the period beginning on the date appli-
cant was notified that an interference 
would be declared but for the secrecy 
order and ending on the date the se-
crecy order and any renewal thereof 
was removed; and 

(iv) The number of days, if any, in 
the period beginning on the date of no-
tification under § 5.3(c) and ending on 
the date of mailing of the notice of al-
lowance under § 1.311. 

(3) The period of delay under para-
graph (a)(3) of this section is the sum 
of the number of days, if any, in the pe-
riod beginning on the date on which an 
appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences was filed under 35 
U.S.C. 134 and ending on the date of a 
final decision in favor of the applicant 
by the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences or by a Federal court in 
an appeal under 35 U.S.C. 141 or a civil 
action under 35 U.S.C. 145. 

(d) The period of delay set forth in 
paragraph (c)(3) shall be reduced by: 

(1) Any time during the period of ap-
pellate review that occurred before 
three years from the filing date of the 
first national application for patent 
presented for examination; and 

(2) Any time during the period of ap-
pellate review, as determined by the 
Director, during which the applicant 
for patent did not act with due dili-
gence. In determining the due diligence 
of an applicant, the Director may ex-
amine the facts and circumstances of 
the applicant’s actions during the pe-
riod of appellate review to determine 
whether the applicant exhibited that 
degree of timeliness as may reasonably 
be expected from, and which is ordi-
narily exercised by, a person during a 
period of appellate review. 

(e) The provisions of this section 
apply only to original patents, except 
for design patents, issued on applica-
tions filed on or after June 8, 1995, and 
before May 29, 2000. 

[60 FR 20228, Apr. 25, 1995, as amended at 65 
FR 56391, Sept. 18, 2000; 69 FR 21710, Apr. 22, 
2004; 69 FR 50001, Aug. 12, 2004] 
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